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tdchael Swing 
2.0.Bou 213 

3t. Michaels, i-id. 21663 
i*ear ‘iko, 

1 om did not . .ail your 7/14 until the 20th, Idch Id just ao good because it would 
probably have been *ddod to a 'tack of put-off work I've begun to attack this a.cu 

Sons o. yoitr letter illustrator, what ia wrong# dangerous and hurtful about the 
approach you abate with others and the leaoon you did not loam fron the Draden suit. 

^ou make a hie thing out of Wrone's book and baaod on that mate many assumptions none 
of wiiich in true. I did no- soe it prior to publication and had nothing to do with the 
preparation of it* While Wrono is oore than as “associate" in a sense othar than you 
nlsuoe this - iie io a close anti cherished friond - the plain and air.plo truth it that 
you have ocain farbicated a nightmare and think of it ao a pleasant droan. 

If Wrona hod oonsultad no about this I’d havo suggested changing th.» tonno of the 
footnote. With that it would no havo boon. subject to dsintcrpretaytonl would "W 
have phrased it differ ntly if he’d asked no. However, lie did not uso thi word "f:i eld 
office," which you do inrodirtely following quotation of what be did say, hich is 
"office" and is ambiguous. Even when you ere apparently bend of defending yourself you 
aarnot avoid the falws in thinking that characterize what I've objected to. 

Biero up.;i little point In your xfektaxtacssb self-serving rhbtorio about the 544 
address, which i brought to light and you bracket this with the "oseocintion," hors 
mdofiuol, bot.,oon Oswald anil rerrie, and need I remind you that I brought that also 
to light, to the- deeroo it waa dona with nocuraoy. beginning with first mention/ 
publication. 

I do HOT "conplnin about" attempts "to draw aocm potential tlguifaice" free the 
building but you put it differently, new as /with "from Marcello’s operative Perrio’s 
wort: out of tides the trail btdJkling during the same period in which Oswald used ia for 
his return address." (The only othor •potential" pignifioanoe you attribute is the CIA'c.) 

The dogruo tc. witicii you persist in factual inaccuracy continues to arose as and 
I’m not going to waste tire pointing it out. 1 point out only that Perrie was not and 
ao far aa x know never was "iiarcello'a operative*' and did not In the sens© you ter>.tcr£ 
all into "uoxk out of vho small btdoding" at the tins Oswald used, that return address, 
£yS3. Pen-ie shored banister's strange views, reportedly did a few jobs for hto and 
was there from ties to tamo but at the time you refer to ho was really in C. Wray Gill's 
offico, had and used spooe there I was told, worked for Cili onjooiaoion and apparently 
with success because Gill reoonraended that ho bo hired for the Marcello defense to J ock 
Wassonnan, who than hired r orris for tJmt job in which Fecrie succeeded. Hew doos tils 
n fik s Perris "liaroollo’a oncrutLoe?" 

I'm Ihcky that you and your fellow Keystone Kopo, junior grade, did not aak mo any 
questions about this or ny work on it for God knows how it would hove cure out l 

I'm glad you do not go gor the flofio fbcora fabrication. Tbs alternative, and 1 
imagine with the totality of cy detachment for the young fogie theorists the only 
alternative, is your "associate" MoOdaa. I think he werrt into that with me at on a 
length and it la eqt recollection attributed it and all of that frtuff to you only. 1 am 
not in touch with Oglesby and he sends me moo thing that ho writes. 

?here is sica i- H-*' that is easily mi ^interpreted. Por example, what lias como 
to ndnd with our finally getting dty-llks nddres« 03 . ilau - havo not moved edneo 1967 
but .'vs have fibo different addresses since tiien. Then there is ny envelope, tie 
printin, ; on which cone be al ;intci-'xcted. To save oe nancy the local printer used type 
set for ry book er.vo lopes, without removing vhat io, I t-ink, ii^ppropriate. If you 
loiric carefully you will sea that ho did not make tlds nistak with tho earlier original 
printing of that envelope. It can bo taken as putting on air. In fact it io accidental 
and moonlngloso. 

' ,, • ' 



I have no aenotivity about Wil.de Weinberg, what you call ovo ^ni^vity. Km. 
to a dintaat rclativo rsana no more than that others were judgoa, hoarb-np.cialxata, 
boeo— viialtby in v.'ulous buirir^osnca and t jrofoooiono ai d ociBiod roa cc^aol fam in 
JSSs Wa/% octtwn is over the into** tdncUef involved. 1 doubt that even an 
a child I ever saw hin. 1 recall the ahaac, the taaUj for who 

«)call from oldlcihood ae emo of th wannest of fcunano. 1 rocajU hie bro*te. 
proednent i:i b; air.003 circles but I never knar.: hin, oithc-r. Die or^/lw.ledse i. hnvo 
of 143 coroor co.x>a from I think an taderaon colunn, obviously an F 2 I look to hin of 

the jhruno phene conversation. 

V/hile I ao nothing In what you say about bin that could not have been g raral 
kno lAv I would now like to knot; ell X can booauso of what fairly obvioun^han bom 
lennehod. . ovf^ver, Shore ia uo eotabUJ-nd relevance of any of thin xn the Ji-.-C anenog.- 
nctior. and none in anythin- you h vo written. I do not know if “’Tone will *«d » ** 
co .dttoi 'a firrl r.indrt ami Ha not spending mty of ay limi-od rcsourc-a an its 

diainformtiono# 

Whetiwr or not it in relevant, and I doubt it, I tea intestoA la proof of your 
^ jji foct Izrto'-/ thrii evt lefifrt vhrP*Q (ozt£ poxtwpo <ot ) cu u,tr> - 
who woricod out of th-5 Casr? Street taUAfcu mro tedng onpl^d by C^loa Marcello. 
Who mb theao throe and the others pcaoible; wha.t work did tte 37 do out of_. . • ao 
aisttnetdahod f ron dropping in there; Hbm and how wore they oaployod or being 
coployrrid ay ‘iarcollo anl for wbht* 

-Tho • j io aloo tho inherent suggestion that wb® Oswald sta pped that address on 
hia leaflets ho ..as serving -Itbor Forrte or Ileicellottr/o^ *_orrto. Or otho^Oe 
you intend this? If not what stgnifiaaBDo do you in all thio attai.int ot ^If-justi 
fleatlon attribute to bin uno? f 

FardLo io dead, no onybe Willie al*> is. 1 never hear! of tts "rite ml -on t lotow 
< > thov had children. I doubt -vircello Will sue. But too kind ot stuff you rca-ly 

S3 SboSb, srttoi jw tet. a mA «** 13 1«»1 - 13 *”*» 

nor oven rcosoKM^t 

Taka all those thread ua intend, ail the thousands of then. Ko* does tho naking 
of a throat establish that it lad to the orioo? 

itevn you over .given any thougsfctn tho oasjne. usncee of all Vid.s tl-ooriuiJ^ if you 
do not thceriae the truth? What interest is rarrsO. by 

then so uucli nttention aside fron drawing -ttention sway fro* -w* is rial <*>d cen 
bavo boon involved? 

lour effort to belabor nc over Wrens * 3 footnote represents tho bins of false 
aosur-ntion and further building an it fsos which jm s??era ^ new, learn* (- 
rlid not ce.' award Hafftsm'a or Sylvia's uanuacaiovs or a«y others mu don t want to.; 
^iiis ia true of your other alleged K aa ociationo ‘ mid acquaintruioeolaiw. 

PootjIc of all kind.' of beliefs cone hare and use rcr fllo.. or intej-view at. i^saanul 
When thooe are of the right it ia not unoonrion for the interview to rcpi'caarrt 
heoo nooplc b liero rntlic t!vj!'. what X actually oaid acu son* cj it »«u - 00 a ^tty 
hurteui. ia nothin I can do about it «w» it -a printed. kLa coos no- Joe* - 

axd iv. biliove it, ivivn bom /"aodociated'’ ;<ith theea ohei-mstoro or rvon nr.vo un 

to the ®nos Sou uoc those «d> Ath ottora. Q»e. arc o^oaplaeoe 
of life, not tho kinds of thdass on wMch ruaponniblo iwoplo underta te to build 
who; ttay went to bell nfm ia weporniblc ode. TsIt ao another oxxnplo aoot o, -in 
critics, -up I tboir "osoociato" or "acrusdntancs" when wo disagree on alrcst overy -hi.is 
and aoT’^G nvon regard rc ao a federal a^aRt? 

I d'Trxdate your of for of oopioo of tho stuff you. ore talking about. 1 tiiUc -’d 
bettor b^'uMcr-i of tho ,'casibiliUoa of ^uso. Of oouroo if you oma also snow me 
ar*y tollL rtlcvtuio© X*d woloo^o fcliawt too« 

Sxduoo th^ tiFpoQm 3inooroly t 



rC'r'AT'.r 



